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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on March 7, 2005. Claims 1 -24 
were originally received for consideration. Per the received amendment, claims 25 and 
26 are added, and claims 1,10, and 14 are amended. Claims 1 - 26 are currently 
being considered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, received on March 7, 2005, have been fully considered, 
but they are not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Regarding independent claim 1, the applicant argues that the CPA (Peinado et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,775,655) does not teach the data being kept in separate track folders. The 
applicant states that the CPA discloses a "temporally aligned digital content" and 
therefore, the tracks are not separate. This argument is not found persuasive. The 
CPA discloses that different digital content maybe packaged together and sent, each 
digital content with header information (column 8 lines 55-65). These separate digital 
contents can be interpreted as tracks, and the header information, as the track header. 
The fact that the CPA explicitly says that different streams of digital content may be 
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transmitted together demonstrates that the digital contents are separate and distinctive. 
Therefore, the different digital contents and their respective digital contents are separate 
from each other. Further, the applicant argues that the CPA, (Peinado et al. U.S. Patent 
No. 6,775,655 and Gruse et al. (U.S Patent No. 6,389,538), does not teach using two 
separate encryption keys to encrypt the file header and the media data. Gruse states 
that distributors of the digital content can use the metadata to "promote the content on 
their web site" and that "access to portions of this metadata can be secured and 
charged for if desired" (column 20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata 
portion, which "may include 'preview' information designed to provide a user with a 
preview of the digital content" (column 7 lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious 
that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access to the 'preview' information contained in 
the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the main digital content. This restriction of 
access can most easily be implemented with encryption by a key as delineated by 
Gruse. It would have been obvious to encrypt the metadata portion of the digital 
content to control access to the 'preview' information designed to provide a user with a 
preview of the digital content without revealing the key to decrypt the main digital 
content. The key disclose by Gruse to secure access to the metadata would be 
different that the key for the media data, because it is would be detrimental to disclose 
the key for the media data, while providing preview information to promote the media 
data. 

Therefore, the rejection for claims 1-24 is maintained, and extended to claims 25-26. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 1 0 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The limitation of "temporally unaligned" is not disclosed in the specification. There is not 
mention of any temporal alignment of data in the specification, and therefore, it is not 
properly enabled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2, 10-11, 15, 21 -22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Peinado et al. (U.S. Patent 6,775,655). 



Application/Control Number: 09/844,707 
Art Unit: 2131 



Page 5 



Regarding claim 1, Peinado discloses: 

A method for storing multiple tracks of media data in a structured secured file 
comprising: 

storing in the file a file header containing me.ta-data concerning the file (column 7 
lines 1 - 16); and 

creating at least two track folders in the file, with one track folder for each track 
stored in the file, each track folder containing: 

i) a track header containing meta-data concerning the track (column 8 lines 4 - 
65); and 

ii) the media data defining the track stored in an encrypted format (column 6 lines 
52 - 55, column 7 lines 1-16). 

Regarding claim 10, Peinado discloses: 
A multi-track media file comprising: 

a file header containing information relevant to the entire media file (column 7 
lines 1 -16); 

at least two tracks of temporally unaligned media data that are stored separate 
from one another in the media file (column 8 lines 55 - 65); and 

one track header for each track, each track header containing information 
relevant only to one track (column 8 lines 4 - 65). 
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Regarding claim 21, Peinado discloses: 
A multi-track music file comprising: 

a file header encrypted using a first encryption key, the encrypted file header 
containing 

i) a file identifier (column 7 lines 1 - 16), and 

ii) other data relevant to the complete music file (column 7 lines 1-16); 

file audio-visual material related to the complete music file (column 7 lines 59 - 
63, column 8 lines 20 - 48); 

at least two track folders, with each track folder containing 

i) a single track of music data encrypted using a second encryption key (column 
6 lines 52 - 55, column 7 lines 1 - 16), 

ii) a track header containing data relevant to the track of music data (column 8 
lines 4-65), and 

iii) track audio-visual material related to the track (column 8 lines 20 - 48). 

Claim 2 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 1 , wherein the media data is chosen from at least one of the 
following types: music data, non-musical audio data, textual data, video data, graphical 
data, and audio-visual data (column 8 lines 31 - 47). 
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Claim 1 1 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 10, wherein the media data is chosen from at 
least one of the following types: music data, non-musical audio data, textual data, video 
data, graphical data, and audio-visual data (column 8 lines 31 -47). 

Claim 15 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 10, further comprising: 
one track folder for each track, with each track folder containing exactly one track 
of media data and the associated track header (column 8 lines 1 - 65). 

Claim 22 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 22. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track music file of claim 21 , wherein the track audio-visual material and 
the file audio-visual material include data of at least one of the following types: textual 
data, audio data, graphical images, and video images (column 8 lines 31 - 47). 

Claim 24 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 21. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 
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The multi-track music file of claim 21 , wherein the file identifier is capable of 
uniquely identifying the multi-track music file to a licensing system (column 7 lines 1 - 
19, column 9 lines 36-51). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3 - 9, 12 - 14, 16-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Peinado et al. (U.S. Patent 6,775,655) in view of Gruse et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,389,538). 

Claim 3 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

encrypting the media data with a second encryption key (column 6 lines 
52 - 55, column 7 lines 1 - 16). 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the file header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 



Application/Control Number: 09/844,707 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2131 

digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information . 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 12 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 10, wherein the tracks of media data 
are encrypted with a second encryption key (column 6 lines 52 - 55, column 7 lines 1 - 
16). 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the file header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
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content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview 5 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 23 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 21. 
Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
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to the 'preview 1 information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
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designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 5 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 3, further comprising: 

storing the first encryption key in every software package capable of playing the 
structured secured file (Figure 3, column 10 lines 33 - 55); and 

storing the second encryption key in a product license that is distributed to a 
possessor of the structured secured file only after the possessor has requested the 
product license to the structured secured file (column 7 lines 1-18, column 9 lines 36 - 
51). 

Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 3, further comprising: 

storing in a file unencrypted file-related audio-visual material relating to the media 
data (column 7 lines 60 - 63), and 

storing a first checksum value relating to the file-related audio-visual material in 
the encrypted file header, the first checksum value serving to verify that the file-related 
audio-visual material has not been altered since the file was created (column 17 lines 
14-33). 
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Claim 13 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 12. 
Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 14 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 12. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 12, further comprising: 
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audio-visual material relevant to the complete media file (column 7 lines 50 - 63); 

and 

a checksum value verifying the integrity of the audio-visual material, the 
checksum value being located within the encrypted file header (column 17 lines 14 - 
33). 

Claim 16 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 15. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 15, wherein the tracks of media data are 
encrypted with a second encryption key (column 6 lines 52 - 55, column 7 lines 1 - 16). 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the file header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview 1 information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 6 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 5. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 5, wherein the product license is not distributed until the 
possessor of the structured secured file has paid a license fee for the product license 
(column 9 lines 36 - 51 ). 

Claim 9 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 8. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 8, further comprising: 

storing unencrypted track-related audio-visual material relating to a specific 
media track in the track folder containing the specific media track (column 7 lines 57 - 
63); and 

storing a second checksum value relating to the track-related audio-visual 
material in the track folder containing the specific media track (column 17 lines 14 - 33). 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
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digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview 1 information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 17 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 16. 
Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the . 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and. that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview 1 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
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lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 6. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The method of claim 6, further comprising: 

storing unencrypted media data in the file (column 7 lines 57 - 67); and 
allowing access to the unencrypted media data when the possessor of the file 
does not have the product license (column 7 lines 57 - 67). 

Claim 18 is rejected as applied above in rejecting clami17. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 17, further comprising: 
audio-visual material relevant to a particular track stored unencrypted in the track 
folder that contains the particular track (column 7 lines 57 - 63); and 
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a checksum value verifying the integrity of the audio-visual material, the 
checksum value being located within the encrypted track header associated with the 
particular track (column 17 lines 14 - 33). 

Claim 19 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 18. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 1 8, further comprising: 
file liner notes applicable to the complete media file (column 7 lines 57 - 63); and 
track liner notes applicable to a selected track stored unencrypted in the track 
folder containing the selected track (column 7 lines 57 - 63). 

Claim 20 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 19. Furthermore, Peinado 
discloses: 

The multi-track media file of claim 19, wherein the file liner notes have an 
associated checksum stored in the file header and the track liner notes also have an 
associated checksum stored in the track folder associated with the selected track 
(column 1 7 lines 1 4 - 33). 

Regarding claim 25, Peinado discloses: 

A method for securing media data in a structured file comprising: 

encrypting the media content using a second encryption key (column 6 lines 52 - 

55, column 7 lines 1-16). 
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Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview' 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Regarding claim 26, Peinado discloses: 

A structured file for storing digital content comprising: 

media content encrypted using a second encryption key (column 6 lines 52 - 55, 
column 7 lines 1 - 16). 

Peinado does not explicitly disclose the encryption of the track header using a first 
encryption key. Gruse discloses the encryption of the metadata associated with the 
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digital content (column 20 lines 40 - 65). Gruse states that distributors of the digital 
content can use the metadata to "promote the content on their web site" and that 
"access to portions of this metadata can be secured and charged for if desired" (column 
20 lines 60 - 65). Peinado discloses a metadata portion, which "may include 'preview 1 
information designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content" (column 7 
lines 59 - 63). It would have been obvious that, if desired, a vendor may restrict access 
to the 'preview' information contained in the metadata, but to a lesser degree than the 
main digital content. This restriction of access can most easily be implemented with 
encryption by a key as delineated by Gruse. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's invention was made to encrypt 
the metadata portion of the digital content to control access to the 'preview' information 
designed to provide a user with a preview of the digital content without revealing the key 
to decrypt the main digital content. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3786. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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